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The Education Commission of the States (ECS) 
conducted a poll in early 1974 of the seven ECS commissioners in each 
of the meml^er States. The commissioners were asked to indicate the 
degree of concern in their State on each of 18 issues confronting 
education in the States. Financing schools and colleges was 
identified as the most urgent concern by those polled. The next 
greatest concerns identified were collective bargaining and providing 
education services for handicapped children. Three emerging education 
issues identified by the commissioners were coordinating and 
expanding lifelong learning and community education programs, 
coordinating State education services with other agencies, and 
equalizing employment opportunities for women in education. Issues of 
little concern included interstate school finance, equalization, and 
comparing achievement among the States. (Author/JF) 
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The Eclucatmn Commission of the States (ECS) is a nonprofit organization formed bv 
mt.rstate compact ,n W66 to farther working relationships among governors stall el 
lators and educators for the improvement of education at all levels Each of the 45 

ZTeAT '^'^"'^ represented on the commis Ln ty 

seven ECS Commissioners. They usually include the governor two state leoisZo s tZ 
educators and two laypersons. Thus the 329 EC; rnm^/cc/A ^f^re /e^/s/arors fwp 
^ ^ 'I'l/o, iiie tLi commissioners constitute a natinnai 

cross-section of state-level education policy opinion. national 
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I . INTRODUCTION 



At a meeting in Honolulu in the fall of 1973 the ECS Steering 
Committee approved the following motion: 

That the ECS staff be directed to involve the ECS Commissioners 
more fully in the development of programs and priorities by the 
following means: A survey of commissioners at least three times 
a year on policy issues deserving ECS attention, including the 
theme and content of the annual meeting. . . . 

Following the Honolulu meeting, responsibility for conducting 
such polls was assigned to the ECS Communications Department. 
The first poll was conducted during January and February 1974. 
The seven ECS commissioners in each of the 45 member states, 
Puerto Rico and the Virgin Islands, were asked to indicate the 
degree of concern in their state on each of 18 "urgent and 
emerging issues confronting education in the states."* 
Results of the first poll were submitted to the steering 
committee at its meeting in Denver on March 1, 1974. 

II. SUMMARY OF RESULTS 

A total of 233 commissioners, 72 per cent of the 324 to whom 
questionnaires were mailed, responded to the first poll. 

Financing schools and colleges was identified as the most 
urgent concern of those polled, a group that included governors, 
state legislators, educators and laypersons. 

The next greatest concerns identified were collective bargaining 
with teachers and faculty members and providing education 
services for handicapped children. 

The commissioners identified three emerging education issues: 
coordinating and expanding lifelong learning and community 
education programs, coordinating state education services with 
other agencies and equalizing employment opportunities for 
women in education . 

Issues of little concern included interstate school finance 
equalization and comparing pupil achievement among the states. 

III. RESPONSE 

Questionnaires for the poll were mailed on Jan. 21, 1974 to 
324 commissioners in 4 5 ECS member states, Puerto Rico and the 
Virgin Islands. At the time of the mailing, five commissioner 
positions were vacant. When the results were tabulated on 
Feb. 27, 233" commissioners had responded — 72 per cent of those 
to whom questionnaires had been mailed. 



* See Appendix A, page 11, for fuJl tex, of questionnaire. 
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Conunissioners were 
state legislators , 
divided as follows 



divided into four categories: governors, 
educators and laypersons. Responses were 



Category Number Responses Per Cent 

Governors 46 33 72 

Legislators 103 53 51 

Educators 115 100 87 

Laypersons 60 44 73 

(Note: The total number of responses shown above is 
three short of the 233 who responded. Three commissioners 
returned their responses in uncoded envelopes and so could 
not be categorized. Their responses are included in the 
totals , however . ) 

In addition, commissioners were divided into steering committee 
members and non-steering-committee members. Responses were 
received from 38 of the 47 steering committee members — 81 
per cent and from 195 of 277 non-governing-board members — 
71 per cent. 

IV. PRIORITIES 

Commissioners were asked which three of the 18 issues were of 
top priority in their state. Following are the responses, in 
rank order, with the number of commissioners citing each issue 
indicated: 

1. Intrastate Equalization 124 

2. Postsecondary Funding 77 

3. Collective Bargaining 74 

4. Services to Handicapped 65 

5. Local, State, Federal Roles 49 

6. Coordinate Manpower Needs 43 

7 * Coordinate State Planning 41 

8. Intrastate Comparison 40 

9. Teacher Certification 35 

10. Influence Federal Aid 25 

11. Early Childhood Services 22 

er|c 2 



12. Awareness of State Role 17 

13. Coordinate With State Agencies 16 

14. Lifelong Learning 14 

15. Women's Job Opportunities 14 

16. H.S. Graduation Standards 10 

17. Interstate Equalization 9 

18. Interstate Comparison 5 



In addition, the commissioners were asked to identify emerging 
issues in their states. Three issues were identified by 20-25 
per cent of those responding: coordination and expansion of 
lifelong learning and community education programs, coordination 
of state education services with other agencies and equalizing 
employment opportunities for women in education. 

Seven issues were cited as emerging by 15-20 per cent of the 
commissioners: intrastate comparison of pupil achievement, 
interstate equalization of school finance, interstate comparison 
of pupil achievement , coordinated statewide planning procedures , 
early childhood services, coordinating education programs with 
anticipated manpower needs and increasing public awareness of 
the state role in education. 

The commissioners also v;ere asked to identify additional policy 
or practice concerns that had come to their attention in the 
past year — concerns that were not included among the 18 issues 
listed on the questionnaire.* The three most frequently cited 
in one form or another were: improved articulation among the 
various levels of education; funding nonpublic schools and 
colleges and providing alternatives to the existing school and 
college system. 

V. PERCEPTIONS 

Do different kinds of commissioners view the same issues 
differently? ECS commissioners vary according to their roles 
within their states. Some are governors, some are educators, 
others are state legislators. They vary, too, according to 
their function within the commission, for one commissioner 
from each member state serves on the ECS Steering Committee. 

Following are detailed perceptions of the 18 issues by seven 
commissioner categories: all commissioners, steering committee 
members, non-steering-committee members, governors, state 
legislators, educators and laypersons: 



* The impact of the energy crisis was excluded. 
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1* Intrastate Equalization 

2. Interstate Equalization 

3. Local, State, Pe4, Rolet . 

4. Coordinate Stats Planning 

5. Services to Handicapped 

6. Early Childhood Services 

7. Coordinate With State Agencies 
a. Post secondary Funding 

9. U.S. Graduation Standards 

10» Intrastate Comparison 

11. IntcTscate Comparison 

12. Coordinate Manpower Needs 

13. Teacher Certification 

14. Collective Bargainlns 

15. Influence Federal Aid 

16. Awareness of State Role 

17. Lifelong learning 

18. Women's Job Opportunities 

STHHRiNG cnronrrEE - 38 

Intrastate Equalization 
Interstate Equal i rat ion 
Local, State, Fed. Roles 
Coordinate State Planning 
Services to Handicapped 
Early Childhood Services 
Coordinate Kith State Agencies 
Postsccondary Funding 
H.S. Graduation Standards 
Intrastate Comparison 
Interstate Comparison 
Coordinate Hanpower Needs 
Teacher Certification 
Collective BargaininK 
Vnfiuence Federal Aid 
Awareness of State Role 
Lifelong Learning 
Women's Job Opportunities 



3. 

4, 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 
10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 




Urgent Locally Important General Concern Emerging No Issue 
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46 
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26 
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48 


34 
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50 
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32 


35 


24 


52 


59 
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24 
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30 



Urgent Locally Important General Concern Emerging No Issue 
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15 


11 
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10 


14 
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12 
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12 
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15 
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Urgent 


LocAlly Inporttnt 


General Concern 


Emotginf 


No Issue 




Intrafttata fiquallzttlon 


a2 


51 


33 


9 


16 


2. 


Interstate Equtllzatlon 


9 


18 


49 


27 


82 


S. 


Local, State, Fed. Roles 


51 


39 


62 


25 


16 


4. 


Coordinate State Planning 


63 


30 


51 


29 


20 


5. 


Services to Handlcopped 


76 


33 


47 


16 


17 


6. 


Early Childhood Services 


29 


50 


49 


35 


26 


7. 


Coordinate With State Agencies 


21 


30 


66 


44 


X 1 


i. 


Post sc?condary Funding 


70 


43 


41 


22 


1 3 


9. 


U.S. Graduation Standards 


18 


25 


43 


TO 


3 / 


10. 


Intrastate Comparison 


40 


33 


57 




1A 


n. 


Interstate Conparlson 


12 


17 


41 


25 


OO 


12. 


Coordinate Manpower Needs 


55 


43 


53 


28 


1 t 

13 


13. 


Teacher Certification 


67 


24 


56 


22 


i>i 
Z4 


14. 


Collective Bargaining 


77 


53 


27 




/ 


15. 


Influence Federal Aid 


48 


47 


55 


25 


18 


16. 


Awareness of State Role 


A 1 


33 


Oo 






17. 


Lifelonj; Learning 


21 


46 


47 


48 


26 


18. 


Women's Job Opportunities 


19 


48 


59 


3o 


1 c 




GOVERNORS - 33 
















Urgent 


Locally Important 


General Concern 


Emerging 


No Issue 


1, 


Intrastate Equalization 


15 


5 


10 




3 


2. 


Interstate Equalization 


1 


2 


8 


4 


17 


3. 


Local. State, Fed. Roles 


9 


6 


13 


4 


1 


4 . 


Coordinate State Planning 


10 


3 


9 


8 


3 


5. 


Ser\'ices to Handicapped 


17 


9 


1 


3 


3 


6. 


Early Childhood Services 


7 


11 


7 


6 


2 


7 . 


Coordinate With State Agencies 


6 


5 


15 


5 


2 


8 . 


Post secondary Funding 


14 


5 


11 


1 


1 


9. 


H.S. Graduation Standards 


2 


3 


11 


6 


10 


10. 


Intrastate Comparison 


o 


6 


14 


5 


1 


11. 


Interstate Con^parison 


2 


3 


9 


4 


13 


12. 


Coordinate Manpower Needs 


13 


6 


9 


3 


1 


13. 


Teacher Certification 


o 


/ 


11 


3 


4 


14. 


Collecti\e Bargaining 


1 A 
14 


1 n 

lU 


5 


3 




15. 


Influerce Federal Aid 


in 


6 


12 


3 


1 


16. 


Awarent»ss of State Role 


o 


c 




A 

4 


8 
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Lifelong Learning 


5 


11 


8 


10 


4 




Women's Job Opportunities 


2 


4 


14 


11 


2 
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Urgent 


Locally Important 


General Concern 


Emerging 


No I 9 


1. 


Intrastato Equal ligation 


22 


14 


7 


2 


7 


2. 


Inttrstato Hquallzation 


1 


4 


9 


10 


25 


3. 


Locali State, Fad, Rolos 


12 


11 


17 


7 


6 


4. 


Coordinato State Planning 


15 


8 


10 


12 


6 


S. 


Services to Mondicapped 


21 


10 


10 


6 


S 


6, 


Early Childhood Services 


7 


11 


11 


10 


11 


7. 


Coordinate With State Agencies 


9 


4 


15 


14 


10 


8. 


Postsecondary Funding 


15 


14 


8 


10 


4 


9. 


H.S, Graduation Standards 


2 


6 


13 


6 


21 


10. 


Intrastate Comparison 


11 


6 


20 


8 


8 


11. 


Interstate Con:parison 


2 


2 


1 1 


6 


2S 


12. 


Coordinate >1anpower Needs 


14 


13 


13 


7 


6 


13. 


Tcocher Certification 


15 


5 


lo 




/ 


14. 


Collective Barfiaining 


22 


12 


o 

o 


e 

9 


2 


15. 


Influence Federal Aid 


13 


13 


13 


5 


6 


16. 


Awareness of State Uole 


a 


1 A 




A 




17. 


Llfclonj; Learning 


5 


12 


8 


12 


13 


18. 


Women *s Job Opportunities 


3 


9 


15 


9 


12 
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Urgent 


Locally Important 


General Concern 


Emerging 


No I 


1. 


Intrastate Equalization 


47 


25 


14 


5 


6 


2. 


IrterstMte equalization 


5 


9 


33 


12 


38 


3. 


Local, State, Fed. Roles 


23 


23 


33 


11 


9 


4. 


Coordinate State Planning 


32 


16 


33 


12 


7 


5. 


Services to Ibndicapped 


40 


17 


29 


6 


8 


6. 


Early Childhood Services 


17 


29 


24 


15 


12 


7. 


Coordinate With State Agencies 


6 


20 


37 


22 


14 


8. 


Postsccondary Funding 


40 


25 


16 


11 


6 


9. 


H.S. Graduation Standards 


9 


13 


26 


20 


31 


10. 


Intrastate Comparison 


22 


11 


28 


20 


17 


11. 


Interstate C:)np.irison 


5 


7 


19 


' 15 


51 


12, 


Coordinate Manpower N<^eds 


27 


20 


34 


13 


6 


13. 


Teacher Certification 


40 


12 


28 


8 


12 


14. 


Collective Bargaining 


35 


29 


13 


16 


7 


15. 


Influence Federal Aid 


22 


25 


32 


IS 


8 


16. 


Awareness of State Role 


23 


16 


33 


14 


14 




Lifelong Learning 


12 


23 


32 


22 


10 
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lVoien*s Job Opportunitiei 


6 


32 


31 


13 


9 



LAYPERSONS - 44 

UrRcnt locally Important General Concern Emerging No Issue 



1. 


Intrastate Lqualizntion 


13 


14 


9 


3 


5 


2 ^ 


Interstate f-qun I i za t i on 


-> 
d. 


3 


8 


6 


20 


3. 


Local, State, Fed, Roles 


IR 


6 


11 


4 


2 


4. 


Coordinate State Planning 


13 


R 


10 


5 


8 


5. 


Services to H.mdi capped 


12 


8 


14 


4 


6 


6. 


Early Chih!l:uod Scrx'ice.s 


3 


R 


!(> 


6 


10 


7. 


Coordinate With State Agencies 


3 


C 


10 


12 


11 


s. 


Post '^ec'M.dary I- u:\di :\-^ 


15 


9 


11 


3 


3 


9. 


U.S. nradiiatioti Standards 


8 


4 


6 


14 


9 


10. 


Intrastate Corpariso.i 


9 


U 


10 


9 


3 


11. 


Ir.Tor tnto Co* p ir i son 


3 


6 


8 


8 


14 


12. 


C('Ordin.itc *!ir"ipo\.cr NccJs 


11 


U 


8 


8 


4 


13. 


Tc:K'h'/r ("(.-rt i f i cat i on 


12 


S 


14 


S 


6 


14. 


Col loot ivc ir^a in ir.;; 


\9 


13 


•7 


4 




15. 


Influ'-ncc Tcilcral Aid 


n 


12 


M 


6 


3 


16. 


Aw nrcMC^s of State Role 


0 


c 


1(S 


R 


4 


17. 


Lifclonv: Li.\'»rninft 


6 


5 


10 


U 


8 


18. 


Wor.en's Job Opportunities 


4 


6 


12 


12 


7 



VI. ANALYSIS 

Despite commissioner disparity, there was little significant 
difference in the way commissioners rated the issues. On only 
two of the 18 items was there more than a 10 per cent difference 
between steering committee and non-steering-committee members. 
Non-committee members were twice as likely to consider the 
coordination of state planning as urgent 32 per cent to 16 
per cent. And steering coirmnittee members, 19 per cent, were 
less inclined than non-committee members, 34 per cent, to regard 
revising teacher certification standards as urgent. 

Perceptions of emerging issues was closer. Only on interstate 
comparison of pupil achievement was the variance greater than 
10 per cent. Twenty-four per cent of steering committee members 
responding regarded this as a future issue; only 13 per cent of 
other commissioners did so. 

While educating handicapped children ranked fourth overall, a 
majority of the governors responding, 51 per cent, ranked it as 
their No. 1 education concern. Only lay commissioners failed 
to rank this issue as one of their top three concerns. 

Legislators and educators agreed that their most urgent concern 
was distributing funds more equitably among local school districts 
in each state. 
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Legislators and lay commissioners agreed that collective 
bargaining problems were among their top concerns. Neither 
governors nor educators ranked this issue so highly. 

While issues pertaining to education governance did not, in 
and of themselves, rank highly, four governance issues were 
ranked highly by one-fourth of all commissioners: proper local, 
state and federal roles — 27 per cent; statev ".de education 
planning — 29 per cent; coordinating education with manpower 
needs — 28 per cent; and influencing federal aid programs 
24 per cent. 

VII. FUTURE POLL S 

In submitting the results of the .:irst poll to the ECS Steering 
Committee, the Communications Department made the following 
recommendations : 

1. That a follow-up poll be conducted before the ECS 
Annual Meeting in June. 

2. That the follow-up poll be devoted to three issues: 
education finance, both elementary-secondary and post- 
secondary; education governance and education programs 
for handicapped children. 

3. That the results of the first poll be disseminated 
to the news media. 

4. That a final report of the first poll be prepared and 
shared with all ECS Commissioners. 

These recommendations were adopted by the steering committee on 
March 1, 1974. 

A second poll questionnaire was mailed to ECS Commissioners on 
May 13, 1974, along with copies of this report on the first poll. 
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APPENDIX 



In conducting its first poll of commissioners, ECS employed the 
services of a consultant to assist in preparing the questionnaire 
and to provide data-processing services. The consultant was 
Mrs. Polly Carithers, public information director for the Oakland 
Schools, the intermediate school district serving Oakland County, 
Michigan. Mrs. Carithers has conducted a number of opinion polls 
and r?urveys for the 26 local school systems served by the Oakland 
Schools. She is the author of a book. How to Conduct Low Cost 
Surveys , published by the National School Public Relations 
Association. Commissioners sent their completed questionnaires 
to Mrs. Carithers in self-addressed coded envelopes. The code 
indicated whether the response was from a governor, legislator, 
educator or layperson steering committee or non-steering- 
conunittee member. No one at ECS knows how an individual 
conunissioner responded, and Mrs. Carithers destroyed the 
questionnaires after the date-processing had been completed. 

Following are the contents of this appendix: 

A. Copy of the questionnaire. 

B. Copy of the cover letter to commissioners from the 
ECS Executive Director. 

C. Sample page of the computer printout of final data. 

D. Copy of the news release on the results of the poll. 



ERLC 



9 



5 



8 



APPENDIX A 



With a vertical pencil line thro^nh the appropriate bracket, indicate the degree of 
concern in ynvir state on the following issues: 



\ 2 i \ 



I. Hqaalization ol" school finnnce within the state. 



\ ? J 4 



Z, Equal i 7 at ion of school finance among the states. 



, ^ ^ ^ 3. Determiiiifi^ proper roles nf loc al, state 

federal ^;ovt. in planning funding procrams. 



, , J ^ ,j ^ ,j ,y 4. Developinc coor(iinated state wide education 

planning procedures. 



1 ^ , 4 I, 7 y g i,j 5. Coordination of expansion h funding services 

to the handicapptui. 



- MARK 



Important in some 
-focolities 

-.-^^1I.-..?2!T!5. generalized 

concern 

— (4}— E nier ging 3S-an rssiie — 
^ Not an issue at this tin^u 



2345ti789io 6. Coordination of expansion funding early childhood services. 



*^ ^ * ' ^ ^ \" 7. Coordination of state education services with other agencies. 



^ *^ 5 ? ' ^ ^ ^? ^- Funding post s econdary education. 



^2J4567H9io 9 st abl i 3 hi ng and enforcing minimum performance standards for 
I [ high achool graduation. 
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i23«5G;e9ib 10. Developing means of valid comparison of pupil achievement within the state. 
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11. Developing means of valid comparison of pupil achievement among the states. 



12 



1 2J4567fl9l0 



12. Coordinating education programs with anticipated manpower needs. 



13 



13. RcNTsing procedures and standards for teacher certification. 



14 
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14, Collective bargaining problems. 



15 



^ ^ ? - ? ® ^ \° 15. Increasing state influence on the development and implementation of 

federal aid programs. 



16 



17 



3 4 5 fj / B 9 10 



16, Increasing public awareness of the state role in education. 



1234^*0/89 10 



17. Coordination and t xpansion of lifelong learning and community education 
programs. 



18 



18. Equalizing employment onpoi anities for women in education. 



^1 ^ : . J 4 s y ri 0 in 1 ^. Which three of the above issues do you believe have top priority in your state? 

Indicate by number in boxes at right. ^ j j j j | j 



OA 1 ^ .1 4 •> r> / ^^ 9 10 additional concern in educational policy or practice {other than the onergy 

^ ^ crisis) has come to your attention in the past year? 



USK NO. 2 BLACK LEAD PnvCH In.-! .i, ot bnW pot, a) FOR ^'^AR4<S. MAKE MARKS HEAVY AND DARK. 
ERASF COMPLETELY ANY ATARKS YOU WISH TO CHANGE. 
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Education Commission of tfie States 




300 LINCOLN TOWBR * 1860 LINCOLN STHFl^T 
DENVER, COLORADO 30203 * (303) flOJ-SrOO 



January 21, 1974 



Dear Commissioner: 

Your participation in a poll of ECS Commissioners would be appreciated. At the 
Steering Committee meeting in Honolulu, a motion was adopted that the commissioners 
be polled **at least three times a year on policy issues deserving ECS attention." 

The questionnaire for the first of these polls is enclosed. It has been designed 
to provide the ECS staff and Steering Committee with a means of identifying the 
most urgent and emerging issues confronting education in the states. 

Please fill out this questionnaire and mail it in the envelope provided to our 
consultant, Mrs. Polly Carithers. Your responses should reflect your perception 
of concerns within your state, not your personal feelings regarding these issues. 
You will note we have tried not to duplicate questions included in the recent 
evaluation questionnaire. Also, we have deliberately not included such obvious 
issues as the energy crisis and accountability. 

We plan to disclose the results of this first poll at the Steering Committee 
meeting in Denver on March 1. At that time, the governing board will be asked 
to approve a more intensive follow-up poll on the two, three or four most 
urgent issues. Results of the second poll will be disclosed in June at the 
ECS Annual Meeting in Miami. 

Mailed questionnaires produce information that can be considered representative 
only if the response is 80 per cent or better. Therefore, we need your help 
in completing this questionnaire uid returning it as soon as possible. 

Thank you for your cooperation. 




Sincerely 



Wendell H. Pierce 
Executive Director 



WHPifk 
Enclosure 
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JtF QLILl Ar.lQ<j f CYCLE KU^^E^ 2 

"ycu-IL^iiS ^K-'^r 1 faults WFl'it F 5 FIELDS ^^E 

N= 5^ (APPENDIX C) 

1 I r^TC'fi^STAT^ r.3 JAL IZATl "^M *'JNnFNT= 2?» ^l^ ^L'lfALLY IMPORTANT=t 14, 
t-^-'FRCT\r, .1^ I^SU»== J, = s'^ ^WA Nr»^ ^\ FSSUF^ 7, = <c9= = 

M£Ari= 1.3 Sn= 1.7 I- - ^XXXXXXXVXXXXXXXXX'TXXKXyxxXXXXXXXXXI- - - - -I- - - - - 
i. PCS 

2 ? INfEKSTATF t-J U ^ L I 7 A T lUN «'JR.^,f^M= 1, ^ 1 *LGCALLY 1MPGPTANT= 
F^EMGlMi AS ISSi»F= lOt = «^'}T r;''^ AN IF^jjf^ 2'^, ^- ^-*7*.*: 1, = 

ml-akj= sr;= 1.6 j- - - - -j- - - - -i- - - -xxxxxxxxxxkxxxxxoxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx 
J. pns 

3 3 ROLfS ^GCAL ST^T^ FL^S *U^.GE\T= 12, = P.?-^ ^LOCALLY IMPl]MTANT= 11, 
5Mlf^CU>'; !SSUr= 7r = 1^? AN TSSUE= ^) » = 11.; 

MEA^= 1.7 S.>=. 1.3 I- - - - -I- -XXXXXXX XXXXXPXXXXXXXXXXXXX I- - - - -1- - - - - 

J. ^^S 

A 4 CPJPOrrjATF STATE ^^L ANM I '>li'.*UR'.l f N T= 15, - 29^1 *LnCALLY IMPQRTANT= 8f 

viuc^r,I\f. AS I^^SUr^ L.?f = \ / *N^T NTW AN 1 S U = 6, = \\% ^1^ 

MFAN= l.^ 1.^ I- - - - XKXXXXXXXKXXXXnx KXXXXXXXXXXXXXX - - -I- - - - - 
0 . PPS 

5 :> ff T^^OP. ATt HA JU IT r.PH? 'J *i.JPGENT= ?1, = ^9? ^LOCALLY I^PCRT.'NT= 10, 
F'Ut^^r.lN; AS lSS')r= ^• =11^ *NCT ^f~A ISSUt.= 5, = 9X «6= 1, = M 
MEAfM= l.^ Sf^= 1.5 I- - - - X X X < X X XXXXXX XXCXXX X X XXXX XXXXXX - I - - - - -T- - - - - 

. pis 

6 ^ Cr^t^ FA'^L.Y rHlLOH(i)L) Sl ^ *tJKr.FNT:= 7, = 13? *LnCALLY 1MPCPTANT= lit 
F^'F^^Gl'^:l TSsU..-= l)» = 1 ^ ^^\rT Nf^A AN TSSU^r lit = /''^ ^ *^3^ ^, = 3^ = 
MEAN= Q0= 1.7 1- - - - -I- - -XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX'^XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX- - - - - 
Q. POS 

7 7 Ci JR WITH STATE AmL.mCI-S *'jHG'^'M= ^, = 1 *=LUrALLY I ^i P T Ti T= 4, 
F*^»p A<: j ^ Si^r. - 1^^; ^ .'si! NCvv AN I5SiJf^= 1^, = ^^4= 1, = 1^ 
MEAr^* 2.3 SJ= 1.^ f- - _ _ -J. - - - XX xxxxxxxx xxxcx> vxxxxxxxxxxx- -r- - - - - 
Q . 

R S P 1ST SLCVNOAt'/ FLir')rjf; ♦UPGFNT= ?5t = ^LHCALLY IMpGPT/iNT= 1<», 

FMF^fn\(i AS 1 5 5hP = l)t = \ ^NHT N^^s AN fSSiJ':= t = 7^ ^'5= It = 1? *6 = 

MFAN= 1. J SO^ l.b f- - - - -I XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXGXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX - - - -1- - - - - 
•J. P^S 

<^ -3 •^I.\^^J^' Pnp .MS AOf: *U^GtNT= ?t = 3f *LnCALLY iy.PCPTA^lT= 6, 

2^z <^f>^-^ GI^G AS ISSUi;-= r. , = II ^ =c<\CT NCv-^ A^' ISSUF^ 21, = 3^^ J; / A0% = 

^FAN= 2.9 SD= l.^ I- - • - - - • ^l- - XXXXXXXXXXXXXXCXXXXXXXXXXXXXX - - - 

J. pns 

10 10 rar.iSTATF coMpAPisiri *u^rFNT= Ut = 20« ^lhcally important^ 6, 

E^t M J AS I^S'.J'= ^"^f = IS'?' *m:T NCw an T^SUr= H, = ISig 

MEAM= 1.9 SD= 1.3 1- - - - ^l- - -XXXXXXXXXXXXXCXXXXXXXXXXXXX- - - -I- - - - 

P-^S 

11 11 INTti^STATL- CriMPAFlsnj «UWGENT:= 2, = 3% *LnCALLY r^PCRTANT= 2f 
5MF^GP^:; as 1S>J-= 6t = l l *N']T ntw an tssup= ?^>t = ^ir. *'3= 3, = 5? *6 = 
MEAN= ^.3 Sn= 1.7 I- - - - - - -I- - - -XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXOXXXXXXKXXXXXXX 

J. PPS 

12 12 n Vt^ MAi^ iyslrR Nr:Fi;3 *UPGhNT= V*, = 26% ^LOCALLY IMPCKTANT= 13, 
Evt-PGlr; AS T5^jr= 7, = 1 j> ^ *\1T r.r^W AN IS^UF= 6, = lit 

^<PAri= 1.^ s.:^= 1.^ I- _ _ - -i-xxxxxxxxxxxxxQvxxxxxxxxxxxx-r- - - - -i- - - - - 
J. Pn^, 

13 11 f -'^ TIF IC^^ION STAMHA^iOS ♦URGFNT:= 15t = 23? ^LOCALLY IMPCt^T/iNT= 5, 
E*^*-Prri, AS I^Sii''-'*= ^» = 1'-^ *NPT Nf^ ^N IS5Uf= 7t=13r'«'R= I, = 1% 

MEAr'= 1.'^. S!.= l.6> -i-xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxcxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx- - -I- - - - - 

v3 . (M-iS 

14 lA r^^LLtCTJVt eA^lAI^lI'^. «LJRGFNT= 22, = 4 T? ^LOCALLY IMPCPTANT= 12f 
E'^Ff^GIi\(» AS ]5SUF= 5, = ^NPT N^"'^ AN ISSUF= 2, = ^K *5- It = 1'*: * 7 = 

^^^N= 1-^ Si)= 2.1 I- -xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxcxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx- -I- - - - - 
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NEWS RELEASE. 



Education Commission of tfie States 




300 LINCOLN TOWm • iBfO LINCOLN lUneFT 
DENVER. COLOnAOO SOyX) • (303) HlJ-'j^OO 



CONTACT: John Chaffee 

(303) 893-5200 



RELEASE : Immediate 



SCHOOL FINANCE IS TOP CONCERN 
OF STATE EDUCATION LEADERS 

DENVER - Financing schools and colleges is the most urgent 
concern of those responsible for education in the states, including 
governors and state legislators, according to a poll by the 
Education Commission of the States (ECS) . 

The next greatest concerns are collective bargaining with 
teachers and faculty members and providing education services for 
handicapped children. 

ECS is a Denver-based organization of state political and 
educational leaders. Each of its 47 member states, including 
Puerto Rico and the Virgin Islands, is represented by seven 
commissioners. These usually include the governor, two state 
legislators, two educators and two lay persons. 

This group was polled on 18 current and emerging education 
issues. Results of the poll were released Feb. 28 at a meeting 
of the ECS Steering Committee, 

Their No. 1 concern: distributing funds more equitably 
among local school districts in each state. Funding colleges 
and universities was cited as the second greatest problem. 

While educating handicapped children ranked fourth overall, 
a majority of the governors said it is their top education concern. 



ERIC 



MORE 



A total of 324 ECS commissioners were polled, including 
46 governors, 103 legislators, 115 educators and 60 lay persons. 
Responses were received from 233 commissioners, 72 per cent of 
those polled. 

Thirty- three governors, 53 legislators, 100 educators and 
44 lay persons responded. 

The commissioners identified three emerging education 
issues: coordinating and expanding lifelong learning and 
community education programs, coordinating state education 
services with other agencies and equalizing employment 
opportunities for women in education. 

Issues of little concern included interstate school finance 
equalization and comparing pupil achievement among the states. 



# # # 
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